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This is a decision on the petition under the unintentional provisions of 37 CFR 1.137(b) and 
supplement to the petition , filed December 10, 2007, to revive the above-identified application. 

The petition is DISMISSED. 

The application became abandoned for failure to reply in a timely manner to the final Office 
action mailed, May 9, 2005, which set a shortened statutory period for reply of three (3) months. 
No extensions of time under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 . 1 36(a) were obtained. Accordingly, the 
appHcation became abandoned on August 10, 2005. 

A grantable petition under 37 CFR 1 .137(b) must be accompanied by: (1) the required reply, 
unless previously filed; (2) the petition fee as set forth in 37 CFR 1.1 7(m); (3) a statement that 
the entire delay in filing the required reply from the due date for the reply until the filing of a 
grantable petition pursuant to 37 CFR 1.137(b) was unintentional; and (4) any terminal 
disclaimer (and fee as set forth in 37 CFR 1. 20(d)) required by 37 CFR 1 .137(d). Where there is 
a question as to whether either the abandonment or the delay in filing a petition under 37 CFR 
1.137 was unintentional, the Director may require additional information. See MPEP 
71 1 .03(c)(II)(C) and (D). The instant petition lacks item 3. 

The showing of record raises questions as to whether the abandonment of this application was 
unintentional within the meaning of 35 USC 41(a)(7) and CFR 1.137(b). 
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There are three periods to be considered during the evaluation of a petition under 37 CFR 
1.137(b): 

(1) the delay in reply that originally resulted in the abandonment; 

(2) the delay in filing an initial petition pursuant to 37 CFR 1 . 1 37(b) to revive the 
application; and 

(3) the delay in filing a grantable petition pursuant to 37 CFR 1 . 1 37(b) to revive the 
application. 

Currently, the delay has not been shown to the satisfaction of the Director to be unintentional for 
periods (1) and (2). 

As to Period (1): 

The patent statute at 35 U.S.C. § 41(a)(7) authorizes the Director to revive an "unintentionally 
abandoned application." The legislative history of Public Law 97-247 reveals that the purpose of 
35 U.S.C. § 41(a)(7) is to permit the Office to have more discretion than in 35 U.S.C, §§ 133 or 
151 to revive abandoned applications in appropriate circumstances, but places a limit on this 
discretion, stating that "[ujnder this section a petition accompanied by either a fee of $500 or a 
fee of $50 would not be granted where the abandonment or the failure to pay the fee for 
issuing the patent was intentional as opposed to being unintentional or unavoidable." [emphasis 
added]. See H.R. Rep. No. 542, 97th Cong., 2d Sess. 6-7 (1982), reprinted in 1982 
U.S.C. C.A.N. 770-71. The revival of an intentionally abandoned application is antithetical to the 
meaning and intent of the statute and regulation. 

35 U.S.C. § 41(a)(7) authorizes the Director to accept a petition "for the revival of an 
unintentionally abandoned application for a patent." As amended December 1, 1997, 37 CFR 
1.137(b)(3) provides that a petition under 37 CFR 1.137(b) must be accompanied by a statement 
that the delay was unintentional, but provides that "[t]he Commissioner may require additional 
information where there is a question whether the delay was unintentional." Where, as here, 
there is a question whether the initial delay was unintentional, the petitioner must meet the 
burden of establishing that the delay was unintentional within the meaning of 35 U.S.C. § 
41(a)(7) and 37 CFR 1.137(b). See In re Application ofG . 11 USPQ2d 1378, 1380 (CommY 
Pats. 1989); 37 CFR 1.137(b), Here, in view of the inordinate delay (over 2 1/2 years) in 
resuming prosecution, there is a question whether the entire delay was unintentional. Petitioner 
should note that the issue is not whether some of the delay was unintentional by any party; rather, 
the issue is whether the entire delay has been shown to the satisfaction of the Director to be 
unintentional. 
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The question under 37 CFR LI 3 7(b) for period (1) is whether the delay on the part of the party 
having the right or authority to reply to avoid abandonment (or not reply) was unintentional. 

Accordingly, any renewed petition must clearly identify the party having the right to reply to 
avoid abandonment on August 10, 2005. If possible, that party, in turn must explain what 
effort(s) was made to further reply to the outstanding Office action and, further, why no reply 
was filed. If no effort was made to further reply, then that party must explain why the delay in 
this application does not result from a deliberate course of action (or inaction). As J.M. Gilbreth 
(Gilbreth) was the party having the right to reply at the date of abandonment, Gilbreth has stated 
, in the supplement to the petition filed December 10, 2007, that a copy of the Notice of 
Abandonment was never received as it was returned to US PTO on December 28, 2005. Gilbreth 
should explain in any renewed petition what efforts he made to further reply and with whom this 
matter was discussed. Gilbreth states he became aware of the abandonment during an online 
check of the status and promptly prepared a response. The record does not show with 
substantiating evidence what the intent was with regard to this application prior to the date of 
abandonment on August 10, 2005. 

Copies of any correspondence relating to the filing, or to not filing a further reply to the 
outstanding Office action are required from responsible person(s), petitioner and whoever else 
was involved with this application at the time of abandonment. Statements are required from 
person(s) in the law office and, if possible, the responsible person(s) having firsthand knowledge 
of the circumstances surrounding the lack of a reply to the outstanding Office action. As the . 
courts have made clear, it is pointless for the USPTO to revive a long abandoned application 
without an adequate showing that the delay did not result from a deliberate course of action. See 
Lawman Armor v. Simon . 2005 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 10843, 74 USPQ2d 1633 (DC EMich 2005); 
Field Hybrids. LLC v. Toyota Motor Corp ., 2005 U.S. Dist.. LEXIS 11 59 (D. Minn Jan. 27, 
2005); Lumenyte Inf 1 Corp. v. Cable Lite Corp. , Nos. 96-101 1, 96-1077, 1996 U.S. App. LEXIS 
16400, 1996 WL 383927 (Fed. Cir. July 9, 1996) (unpublished) (patents held unenforceable due 
to a finding of inequitable conduct in submitting an inappropriate statement that the 
abandonment was unintentional). 

As to Period (2): 

Likewise, where the applicant deliberately chooses not to seek or persist in seeking the revival of 
an abandoned application, or where the applicant deliberately chooses to delay seeking the 
revival of an abandoned application, the resulting delay in seeking revival of the abandoned 
application cannot be considered as "unintentional" within the meaning of 37 CFR 1.137(b). See 
MPEP71L03(c). 

The language of both 35 U.S.C. § 41(a)(7) and 37 CFR 1.137(b) are clear and unambiguous, and, 
furthermore, without qualification. That is, the delay in filing the reply during prosecution, as 
well as in filing the petition seeking revival, must have been, without qualification. 



Application No. 09/307,545 



Page 4 



"unintentional" for the reply to now be accepted on petition. The Office requires that the entire 
delay be at least unintentional as a prerequisite to revival of an abandoned application to prevent 
abuse and injury to the public. See H.R. Rep. No. 542, 97th Cong., 2d Sess. 7 (1982), reprinted in 
1982 U.S.C. C.A.N. 771 ("[i]n order to prevent abuse and injury to the public the Commissioner . 
. . could require applicants to act promptly after becoming aware of the abandonment"). The 
December 1997 change to 37 CFR 1.137 did not create any new right to overcome an intentional 
delay in seeking revival, or in renewing an attempt at seeking revival, of an abandoned 
application. See ChanRes to Patent Practice and Procedure ; Final Rule Notice, 62 Fed. Reg. 
53131, 53160 (October 10, 1997), 1203 Off Gaz. Pat. Office 63, 87 (October 21, 1997), which 
clearly stated that any protracted delay (here, over 2 1/2 years) could trigger, as here, a request for 
additional information. As the courts have since made clear, a protracted delay in seeking 
revival, as here, requires a petitioner's detailed explanation seeking to excuse the delay as 
opposed to USPTO acceptance of a general allegation of unintentional delay. See Lawman 
Armor v. Simon , 2005 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 10843, 74 USPQ2d 1633, at 1637-8 (DC EMich 2005); 
Field Hybrids. LLC v. Toyota Motor Corp ., 2005 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 1 159 (D. Minn Jan. 27, 
2005) at *21-*23. 

An. explanation from petitioner as to why the long delay in seeking revival should be excused is 
required despite this delay, independently of the delay in replying which caused abandonment in 
the first instance. 

In either instance, applicant's failure to carry the burden of proof to establish that the "entire" 
delay was "unavoidable" or "unintentional" may lead to the denial of a petition under 37 CFR 
1.137(b), regardless of the circumstances that originally resulted in the abandonment of the 
application. See also New York University v. Autodesk , 2007 U.S. DIST LEXIS, U.S.District 
LEXIS 50832, *10 -*12 (S.D.N.Y. 2007)(protracted delay in seeking revival undercuts assertion 
of unintentional delay). 

Any request for reconsid'eration of this decision must be subrriitted within TWO (2) MONTHS 
from the mail date of this decision. Extensions of time under 37 CFR 1.136(a) are permitted. 

The reconsideration request should include a cover letter entitled "Renewed Petition under 
37 CFR 1.137(b)." This is not a final agency action within the meaning of 5 U.S.C. § 704. 

Any renewed petition may be addressed as follows: 

By Mail: Mail Stop PETITION 

Commissioner for Patents 
P. O. Box 1450 
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 
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By hand: U. S. Patent and Trademark Office 

Customer Service Window, Mail Stop Petitions 
Randolph Building 
401 Dulany Street 
Alexandria, V A 22314 

The centralized facsimile number is (571) 273-8300, 

Correspondence regarding this decision may also be filed through the electronic filing system of 
the USPTO. 



Telephone inquiries concerning this decision should be directed to the Diane Goodwyn at (571) 



272-6735. 




Petitions Examiner 
Office of Petitions 




Pee His t o r y 
Q y e r y 

Revenue Accounting and Management 



Name/Number: 09307545 
Start Date: Any Date 



Total Records Found: 6 
End Date: Any Date 



Accounting 
Date 


Sequence 
Num. 


Fee 
Type 


Fee 
Code 


Fee Amount 


Mailroom Date 


Payment Method 


12/11/2007 


00008116 


4 


2453 


$770.00 


12/10/2007 


DA 071245 


12/11/2007 


00008117 


4 


2801 


$405.00 


12/10/2007 


DA 071245 


09/30/2003 


00000096 


1 


2453 


$650.00 


09/25/2003 


CK 


06/10/2002 


00000010 


1 


231 


$355.00 


06/04/2002 


CK 


02/28/2001 


00000117 


1 


217 


$445.00 


02/23/2001 


CK 


05/19/1999 


00000090 


1 


201 


$380.00 


05/07/1999 


CK 
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PETITION FOR REVIVAL OF AN APPLICATION FOR PATENT 
ABANDONED UNINTENTIONALLY UNDER 37 CFR 1.137(b) 



Docket Number (Optional) 
23267/16DC1 



First named Inventor: boycb d. burts. jr. 

Application No.: 09/307,545 Art Unit: 1711 

Filed: may 7. 1999 Examiner: u. rajguru 

WELL KILL ADDITIVE. WELL KILL TREATMENT FLUID MADE THEREFORM. AND METHOD OF KILLING A WELL 

Title: 



Attention: Office of Petitions 
Mail Stop Petition 

Commissioner for Patents 

P.O. Box 1450 

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 

FAX (571) 273-8300 

* . ■ 

NOTE: If information or assistance is needed in completing this form, please contact Petitions 
Information at (671) 272-3282. 

The above-identified application became abandoned for failure to file a timely and proper reply to a notice or 
action by the United States Patent and Trademark Office. The date of abandonment is the day after the expiration 
date of the period set for reply in the office notice or action plus an extensions of time actually obtained. 

APPLICANT HEREBY PETITIONS FOR REVIVAL OF THIS APPLICATION 



NOTE: A grantable petition requires the following items: 

(1) Petition fee; 

(2) Reply and/or issue fee; 

(3) Terminal disclaimer with disclaimer fee - required for all utility and plant applications 
filed before June 8, 1995; and for all design applications; and 

(4) Statement that the entire delay was unintentional. 

1. Petition fee 

[/Small entity-fee $ 770 (37 CFR 1.17(m)). Applicant claims small entity status. See 37 CFR 1.27. 
I I Other than small entity - fee $ (37 CFR 1 . 1 7(m)) 



2. Reply and/or fee 

A. The reply and/or fee to the above-noted Office action in 
the form of rce 



^identify type of reply): 



r~l has been filed previously on . 
r71 is enclosed herewith. 



The issue fee and publication fee (if applicable) of $ , 

□ has been paid previously on 

I I is enclosed herewith. 
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This collection of Infonnation is required by 37 CFR 1.137(b). The Information Is required to obtain or retain a benefit by the public which is to file (and by the 
USPTO to process) an application. Confidentiality Is govemed by 35 U.S.C. 122 and 37 CFR 1.11 and 1.14. TTils collection Is estimated to take 1.0 hour to 
complete. Including gathering, preparing, and submitting the completed application form to the USPTO. Time will vary depending upon the individual case. Any 
comments on the amount of time you require to complete this form and/or suggestions for reducing this burden, should be sent to the Chief Information Officer, 
U.S. Patent and Trademark Office. U.S. Department of Commerce. P.O. Box 1450. Alexandria. VA 22313-1450. DO NOT SEND FEES OR COMPLETED 
FORMS TO THIS ADDRESS. SEND TO: Mall Stop Petition, Commlsslonor for Patents, P.O. Box 1460, Alexandria, VA 2231 3-1 46a 



If you need assistance in completing the form, call 1'600-PTO-9199 and select option 2. 
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3. Terminal disclaimer with disclaimer fee 

□ Since this utility/plant application was filed on or after June 8, 1995, no terminal disclaimer is required. 

I I A terminal disclaimer (and disclaimer fee (37 CFR 1 .20(d)) of $ for a small entity or $ 

for other than a small entity) disclaiming the required period of time is enclosed herewith (see 
PTO/SB/63). 

4. STATEMENT: The entire delay in filing the required reply from the due date for the required reply until the 
filing of a grantable petition under 37 CFR 1.137(b) was unintentional. [NOTE: The United States Patent and 
Trademark Office may require additional information if there is a question as to whether either the 
abandonment or the delay in filing a petition under 37 CFR 1 .1 37(b) was unintentional (MPEP 71 1 .03(c), 
subsections (lll)(C) and (D)).] 

WARNING: 

Petitioner/applicant is cautioned to avoid submitting personal infbmiation in documents filed in a patent application that may 
contribute to identity theft. Personal information such as sodal security numbers, bank account numbers, or credit card 
numbers (other than a check or credit card authorization form PTO-2038 submitted for payment purposes) is never required by 
the USPTO to support a petition or an application. If this type of personal information is included in documents submitted to the 
USPTO, petitioners/applicants should consider redacting such personal information from the documents before submitting them 
to the USPTO. Petitioner/applicant is advised that the record of a patent application is available to the public after publication 
of the application (unless a non-publication request in compliance with 37 CFR 1.213(a) is made in the application) or issuance 
of a patent. Furth^mT6^, the record frppn an abandoned application may also be available to the public if the application is 
referenced in a otlblishsra application fff^n issCiid paji^ht(spe 37 CFR 1.14). Checks and credit card authorization forms PTO- 
2038 submitteo^for oatoeDl purposflisa not retired in^ a pplrc^ file and therefore are not oublicly available. 




}re are not aubliciy availaoie 

/z./7o/o7 

Date 



J. M. GILBRETH 33,388 



Typed or printed name Registration Number, if applicable 

P O BOX 2428 713 667 1200 



Address Telephone Number 

BELLIARE. TX 77402-2426 



Address 

Enclosures: [/] Fee Payment 

□ Reply 

I I Terminal Disclaimer Form 

□ Additional sheets containing statements establishing unintentional delay 
Other: rce 



CERTIFICATE OF MAILING OR TRANSMISSION [37 CFR 1 .8(a)] 
I hereby certify that this correspondence is being: 

rn Deposited with the United States Postal Service on the date shown below with sufficient 
— postage as first class mail in an envelope addressed to: Mail Stop Petition, Commissioner for 

Patents, P. O. Box 1460. Alexandria, VA 22313-1450. 
I I Transmitted by facsimile on the date shown below to the United States Patent and Trademark 
' — ' Office at (571) 273-8300. 



Date Signature 



Typed or printed name of person signing certificate 
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IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 

IN RE APPLICANT: Boyce D. Burts, Jr. § ART UNIT NO.: 1711 

§ 

FILED: May 7, 1999 § EXAMINER: Umakant K. Raj guru 

§ 

SERIAL NO.: 09/307,545 § 

§ 

TITLE: Well Kill Additive, Well Kill § ATTY DOCKET NO. 23267/16DC1 
Treatment Fluid Made Therefrom, § 
and Method of Killing a Well § 



SUPPLEMENT TO PETITION FOR REVIVAL 

Commissioner for Patents 
P.O. Box 1450 
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 

Dear Sir: 

This application was unintentionally abandoned. 



The applicant has aways fully intended to prosecute this application. Applicant's 
attorney inadvertently failed to respond to the Office action of April 19, 2005. 

The Notice of Abandonment which might have provided notice was never received 
as it was returned to the USPTO way back in December 28, 2005, because of what appears 
to be a printing mishap on the front of the envelop (see Exhibit A, attached hereto). 



X:\Clicnts\MandD\16DCI\revivc.wpd 



1 



Express Mail Label No. EV 291 455 526 US 



Only recently did Applicants attorney discover the abandonment during an online 
check of the status of this application and noticed that it was abandoned, and promptly 
prepared a Response. 



X:\Clienls\MandD\ 1 6DC I \rcvi vc.wpd 



2 



Express Mail Label No. EV 291 455 526 US 



If it would be of assistance in resolving any issues in this application, the 
Examiner is kindly invited to contact applicants' attorney Mark Gilbreth at (713) 667-1200, 
or, in his absence. Dr. Mary Gilbreth, Agent. 



Respectfully submitted, 



Date: December 10, 2007 




Attorney for Applicants 



Gilbreth & Associates, P.C. 
P.O. Box 2428 
Bellaire, TX 77402-2428 
T(713) 667-1200 
F (713) 667-4424 



X:\ClientsVMandD\l6DCI\rcvive.wpd 
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Express Mail Label No. £V 291 455 526 US 



EXfflBIT A 



UNDELIVERED 



RETURNED NOTICE 
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United States Patent and Trademark Ofhce 



UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
United Suta Pitent tnd Tridcmark Ofllct 
Addma: COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS 
P.O. Box 1450 

Alcumdru, Vfaxbb U3 13-I4M 



APPUCATIONNO. 



FILING DATE 



FIRST NAMED INVENTOR 



ATFORNEY DOCKET NO. 



CONFIRMATION NO. 



09/307,545 



05/07/1999 



l2A>6/?003 



J. M. (Mark) Gilbreth 
GILBERTH & ASSOCIATES, P.C. 
PO BOX 2428 

HOUSTON, TX 77402-2428 



BOYCE aBURTS.JR. 




23267/I6D1 



5004 



NUTTER, NATHAN M 



ART UNIT 



PAPER NUMBER 



1711 

DATE MAILED: I2A)d/2005 



Please find below and/or attached an Office communication concerning this application or proceeding. 



PTO-90C (Rev. 10/03) 



DEC 'L 8 



~ — % y — ^ — 

^^^^0^' Notice of^ba^nment 


Application No. 
09/307,545 


Applican((s) 

BURTS, JR., BOYCE D. 


Examiner 
Nathan M. Nutter 


Art Unit 
1711 





This application is abandoned in view of: 

1 . la Appficant's failure to timely file a proper reply to the Office letter mailed on 9 May 2005, 

(a) □ A reply was received on (with a Certificate of Mailing or Transmission dated ). which is after the expiration of the 

period for reply (including a total extension of time of month(s)) which expired on 

(b) □ A proposed reply was received on , but it does not constitute a proper reply under 37 CFR 1.113 (a) to the final rejection. 

(A proper reply under 37 CFR 1.113 to a final rejection consists only of; (1) a timely filed amendment which places the 
application in condition for allowance; (2) a timely filed Notice of Appeal (with appeal fee): or (3) a timely filed Request for 
Continued Examination (RCE) in compliance with 37 CFR 1.114). 

(c) □ A reply was received on but It does not constitute a proper reply, or a bona fide attempt at a proper reply, to the non- 

final rejection. See 37 CFR 1.85(a) and 1.111. (See explanation in box 7 below). 

(d) No reply has been received. 

2. □ Applicant's failure to timely pay the required issue fee and publication fee, if applicable, within the statutory period of three months 

from the mailing date of the Notice of Allowance {PTOL-85). 

(a) □ The issue fee and publication fee, if applicable, was received on (with a Certificate of Mailing or Transmission dated 

)^ which is after the expiration of the statutory period for payment of the issue fee (and publication fee) set in the Notice of 

Allovwince (PTOL-85). 

(b) □ The submitted fee of $ is insufficient. A balance of $ is due. 

The issue fee required by 37 CFR 1.18 is $ . The publication fee, if required by 37 CFR 1.18(d), is $ 



(c) □ The issue fee and publication fee, if applicable, has not been received. 

3. D Applicant's failure to timely file corrected drawings as required by, and within the three-month period set in, the Notice of 

Allowability (PTO-37). 

(a) □ Proposed corected drawings were received on (with a Certificate of Mailing or Transmission dated ), which is 

after the expiration of the period for reply. 

(b) □ No corrected drawings have been received. 

4. □ The letter of express abandonment which is signed by the attorney or agent of record, the assignee of the entire interest, or all of 

the applicants. 

5. □ The letter of express abandonment which is signed by an attorney or agent (acting in a representative capacity under 37 CFR 

1 .34(a)) upon the filing of a continuing application. 

6. □ The decision by the Board of Patent Appeals and Interference rendered on . 

of the decision has expired and there are no allowed claims. 



7. □ The reason(s) below: 



_ and because the period for seeking court review 

(a 




Nathan M. Nutter 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 1711 

PeUtions to revive under 37 CFR 1 .137(a) or (b), or requests to wtthdrawthe holding of abandonment under 37 CFR 1.1 81 , should be prompUy filed to 
minifnl2e any "gfl^tWo effects on patent t erm. _ __ - 



J.S. Patorrt ind TmtJwruA 0»flo» 

PTOL-1432 (Rev. 04-01) 



Notice of Abandonment 



Part of Paper No. 1205 
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Request 
for 

Continued Examination (RCE) 
Transmittal 

Address to: 
Mail Stop RCE 
Commissioner for Patents 
P.O. Box 1450 
Alexandria. VA 22313-1450 



Application Number 



09/307.545 



Filing Date 



5/7/99 



First Named Inventor 



BOYCED. BURTS. JR. 



Art Unit 



1711 



Examiner Name 



U. RAJGURU 



Attorney Docket Number 



23267/1 6D1 



This is a Request for Continued Examination (RCE) under 37 CFR 1.114 of the above-identified application. 

Request for Continued Examination (RCE) practice under 37 CFR 1.114 does not apply to any utility or plant application filed prior to June 8. 
1995. or to any design application. See Instruction Sheet for RCEs (not to be submitted to the USPTO) on page 2. 



[Submission required under 37 CFR 1 .1 14 Note: if the RCE is proper, any oreviQUSlv filed unentered amendments and 
amendments enclosed with the RCE will be entered in the order in which they were filed unless applicant instructs otherwise. If 
applicant does not wish to have any previously filed unentered amendment(s) entered, applicant must request non-entry of such 
amendment{s). 

a I I P^^viously submitted. If a final Office action is outstanding, any amendments filed after the final Office action may be 
— considered as a submission even If this box is not checked. 



ii. 

0 

I. 



□ Consider the arguments in the Appeal Brief or Reply Brief previously filed on 
I I Other 



Enclosed 

[/I /Vmendment/Reply 

I I Affidavit(s)/ Declaration(s) 



[Miscellaneous 



I I Information Disclosure Statement (IDS) 
CD other 



n 
0 



Fees) 



b. 



i. 
ii. 
iii. 

□ 
□ 



Suspension of action on the above-identified application is requested under 37 CFR 1.103(c) for a 

period of months. (Period of suspension shall not exceed 3 months: Fee under 37 CFR 1.17(1) required) 

Other PETITION TO REVIVE ATTACHED. 

The RCE fee under 37 CFR 1, 17(e) is required by 37 CFR 1.114 when the RCE is filed. 

The Director is hereby authorized to charge the following fees, any underpayment of fees, or credit any overpayments, to 
Deposit Account No. 07-1245 . I have enclosed a duplicate copy of this sheet. 



[/] RCE fee required under 37 CFR 1.17(e) 
I I Extension of time fee (37 CFR 1.136 and 1.17) 
f7] other fEE FOR PETITION TO REVIVE 



Check in the amount of $ 



enclosed 



Payment by credit card (Form pto-2038 enclosed) 



WARNING: Infonmation 
card Information anc^^thoi 



form may boc^mo public. Credit card Infonmation should not bo Included on this form. Provide credit 




CERTIFICATE OFMAIUNG OR TRANSMISSION 



I hereby certify that this correspondence is being deposited with the United States Postal Service with sufficient postage as first class mail In an envelope 
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